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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 4 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ito et al (US 6,470,266) in view of Inoue et al (US 6,295,503). 

• In regard to claim 4, Ito et al discloses a route searching apparatus comprising: 

o A map data acquiring unit for acquiring map data defined by nodes and 
road links (Column 2, lines 42-44) 

o A route searching unit for searching for and determining a route a 

destination in consideration of road links corresponding to specific roads 
including carpool lanes, on which determination of whether or not a 
vehicle is allowed tot ravel can be performed according to a condition of 
the vehicle (Column 3, lines 65 - Column 4, line 3; Column 4, lines 28-32) 

o An output unit for outputting the route searched for by the route searching 
unit (Column 3, lines 18-20) 

o Wherein the route searching unit searches for the route to the destination 
while counting road links corresponding to specific roads included in the 
map data acquired by the map data acquiring unit as targets to be 
searched for (Column 4, lines 28-32). 
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Ito et al, however, fails to specifically disclose on the route searching unit 
prompting a driver of the vehicle of the condition of the vehicle including the 
number of people in the vehicle prior to displaying the determined route, the user 
setting the condition of the vehicle, and the route searching unit displaying the 
determined route or performing a new route search and determined based on the 
conditions set. Ito et al discloses, as discussed above, determining the shortest 
path for the vehicle which will include restricted-type roads (Column 4, lines 28- 
32). Ito et al discusses if a restricted-type road is used in the travel path, the 
travel guidance is differentiated from the normal one to indicate the restricted- 
type road and also there is a vocal announcement that the restricted-type road is 
coming. (Column 6, lines 50-67) Inoue et al discusses urging a message to the 
user for determining how many passengers are in the vehicle. Upon the 
determination of how many passengers are in the vehicle, Inoue et al then 
calculates the route accordingly. (Column 10, lines 54-65) It would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use 
the message urging and recalculation of the route if the restricted-road 
requirements are not met as taught by Inoue et al with the invention of Ito et al in 
order to allow a user to find the shortest possible route and if the shortest 
possible route includes restricted-type roads to then determine if they can drove 
on these roads and if not, to find another route. 
• In regard to claim 8, Ito et al discloses a route searching apparatus comprising: 
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o A map data acquiring unit for acquiring map data defined by nodes and 

road links (Column 2, lines 42-44) 
o A route searching unit for searching for and determining a route a 
destination in consideration of road links corresponding to specific roads 
including carpool lanes, on which determination of whether or not a 
vehicle is allowed tot ravel can be performed according to a condition of 
the vehicle (Column 3, lines 65 - Column 4, line 3; Column 4, lines 28-32) 
o An output unit for outputting the route searched for by the route searching 
unit (Column 3, lines 18-20) 
Ito et al, however, fails to disclose the route searching unit searches for the route 
excluding the road links included in the map data acquired by the map data 
acquiring unit and corresponding to the specific roads from targets to be 
searched, when the searched-for route includes a specific road, the route 
searching unit outputs a message to urge setting of the condition of the vehicle 
and if the input to the message doesn't meet the requirements, the route 
searching unit researches the route excluding the roads that don't meet the 
requirement. Ito et al, discloses, as discussed above, determining the shortest 
path for the vehicle which will include restricted-type roads. (Column 4, lines 28- 
32) Ito et al discusses if a restricted-type road is used in the travel path, the 
travel guidance is differentiated from the normal one to indicate the restricted- 
type road and also there is a vocal announcement that the restricted-type road is 
coming. (Column 6, lines 50-67) Inoue et al discusses urging a message to the 
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user for determining how many passengers are in the vehicle. Upon the 
determination of how many passengers are in the vehicle, Inoue et al then 
calculates the route accordingly. (Column 10, lines 54-65) It would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use 
the message urging and recalculation of the route if the restricted-road 
requirements are not met as taught by Inoue et al with the invention of Ito et al in 
order to allow a user to find the shortest possible route and if the shortest 
possible route includes restricted-type roads to then determine if they can drove 
on these roads and if not, to find another route. 

Response to Arguments 
3. Applicant's arguments filed 12/7/07 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant claims that Ito et al and Inoue et al fail to teach the claims 
invention but Examiner respectfully disagrees. Ito et al discloses searching for the 
shortest route, regardless of the conditions of the vehicle and if that route contains 
restricted-roads, allowing the user to take appropriate action when reaching these 
roads. If the user veers off course, meaning they are not authorized to use the road, the 
route is then recalculated. Inoue et al, however, discloses the driver setting a condition 
from the beginning of how many passengers are in the vehicle and from there 
determining the route excluding roads that are restricted type and that the user is not 
authorized to enter. It would have been predictable to one having ordinary skill in the 
art to combine these two inventions in order to search for the shortest route first, as 
taught by Ito, but instead of having the driver determine at the restricted road if they can 
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enter, urging a message to the user that restricted type roads are found in the route and 
finding out if the user can use the roads or not before displaying a set route. If not, then 
providing a new route to the user. Both of these inventions are attempting to find the 
best route possible for a user and allowing a user to determine if they are authorized to 
drive on a restricted road and if not, then to provide a new route which is the same as 
the claimed subject matter. 

Conclusion 

4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MARIE A. WEISKOPF whose telephone number is 
(571)272-6288. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday between 
7:00 AM and 5:30 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Khoi Tran can be reached on (571) 272-6919. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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/Khoi H Tran/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3664 



